Wednesday 


July 21 5 19V3 


Barol d Wei sberg 
7627 Old Receiver Rd 
Frederick, MD 21702 


Dear Harold, 


Thank you for your quick response to my letter of July 9. I 
must say it is a relief to know that there is at least one re- 
searcher who I can count or. for valid answers and information, 

John Kennedy s words to his wife on November 22, 1963 - "fcJs 
are going into nut country today,’* - ring mure true for the city 
of Dallas today than for his time. I have just returned from a 
week long trip to Deal try Plaza today, and X am absolutely as- 
tounded at just how crazy some "researchers' 1 <1 hesitate to use 
the word "researcher" but their is no other! have gotten. 1 
heard stories of ? to 11 shots and gun .man behind the small re- 
taining wall on the concrete pergola. I am willing tc believe 
that there were more than three shots, but the defenders of the 
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l 

lone assassin theory deserve an answer when they ask "Just 
did all these extra bullets go?" P.s for the gunman on the 
la "whom this man identified as Jack Lawrence, Lawrence s 
is interesting, but how the conclusion was reached that ho 
assassin firing from the retaining wail I dent knew. 
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ignores that this assassin would 
lightest bit of cover, and would have been in 
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the witnesses standing on the south side of LI m street. The 
abundance of these witnesses is evident in the Brcnscn slide, 
discovered during the HSCA investigation, as well as other pic- 
tures. I can understand the feelings Jim liocre felt when he 
wrote that he no longer fit in with the critics. (Jim comes c-ff 
as an arrogant jerk in Conspiracy Of One, but after speaking with 
him several times I must say that he i s one of the nicest and 
most credible researchers I have met, even though we disagree on 
many things.) 

Thank you very much for the Oswald in New Orleans index. 
Should you ever locate the appendix for it or the index to White- 
wash II, I would appreciate copies. 

Enclosed are copies of my brief correspondence with Harry 
Livingstone, which you requested, I apologize for seme of the 
i rresponsi bl e statements made in these letters, but they basical- 
ly reflect my thinking as of those times. As cf this date, I 
have yet to recieve a reply to the second letter, but I will 
refrain front criticism of Mr, Livingstone at this moment, as 
there may be a valid reason for not replying. Harry cited the 
storm drain theory as fact in his letter, without any evidence te 


back it up. He asked me for my opinion on it, (actually, all he 
asked me for was corroboration) , but when I gave it ho apparently 
didn t like it, I do not discount the storm drain theory, but I 
do believe that my questions deserve answers from the proponents 
of it. (The storm sewer (on the sidewalk on Elm, where liarrisor. 
ar.d others have alleged assassins) theory is another story. 1 
have never believed it and until someone can present evidence to 
me I will hold to my opinion. The, only confirmation cf this 
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I have heard is Senator Ralph V arbor cl 
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story of having smelled gunpowder while riding ir. the motorcade, 
but this alone is J ar ! rom pFooi . Raymond Broshcar 3 told Die! 
FvU s S£? 1 1 that Dav‘ id F sr ri b said that an assassin was located 
there, but just by reading this sentence you can see that we are 
getting into fourth and fifth hand information and so i am not 
convinced-) Jack Brasil, who first informed me of the storm 
drain and storm sewer theories, gave some information on it and 
himself. I have enclosed this as well as a newspaper that is 
sold by vendors all throughout Deal ey PI so a. The :i nation 

of John F. Kennedy has been reduced to a money mil . 1 gimmick, 

thanks largely, I believe, to one 01 i •• itene. 

In your letter you m " l sd that the various forgery theo- 
ries < Zapruder H 1 m, autopsy photos and X -rays) put forth by 
1 .ing stone and others «pe not credible-. I agree with you on 
■ In 5 at present , because that is all it is theory. I do think 
that in all cases there is -.slid grounds for suspicion, tl cannot 
oca how all -witnesses could be specifically wrong about the 
nature of the head wound), but until these theories can be compe- 
tently investigated and either proven or disproven, r wi 1 l con- 
tinue to share your opinion. 

The strongest case for conspiracy in this assassination is 
Lee Harvey Oswald. It is my belief that even if he did every- 
thing the Warren Commission said, he did sc under orders and 
there therefore was a conspiracy. I have not yet been convinced 
of the lone assassin theor/, bc*t likewise I have found no plausi- 
ble multi - assassin theory. Lines you believe- the autopsy materi- 
als to be genuine, I was wondering exactly how you think the 
shooting occurred , as well n who may have been behind it* 

ir. a 1993 British documentary. The Man Who Killed Kennedy, you 
expressed > our belief that the people who had the most tc gain by 
the assassination was the ’’military industrial i r, tc! 11 gcncc 
complex”. Do you still hold this belief*? 

I have one more question, this one dealing with the Martin 
Luther King assassination. In addition to your Frame-Up , -.which 
i saw ratified with a new; cover in the bookstore the? other da'/. 
Joes the new ed i t i or . c or* tain any new text?) I hare also seen 
bcok= on this case by Mark Lane, James Earl Ray himself, and 
Philip Mel an son. I have read Professor Mslanscn's book on Uswald 
and corr esponded with him and lie seems to bo very credible. 
Which , if any of these books, do you recccm/nsnd'* (I also recent- 
ly saw some TV specials on the MLK assassination, one ct which 
you appeared in. HB«J held a trial for James Earl Ray, in which 
everything was genuine except that the outcome bore no effect or. 
F:a> a prison term. He was found not guilty. I saw you or. the 
FOX special Who Killed Martin Luther King, which I liked erd 

thought was a good introduction to the case. Another special I 
only saw h a 1 i of but was absolutely intrigued by. it woe pro — 

d ucad by the DEC in 1787 and I think it bore the same title ac 

the FUX special. Mel an son appeared with others and a man named 
J -*• e s K i mb 1 e so m it ted parti cipati on ir. the plot. It y cl-. 

have s copy oi this show, I will gladly d ay copying fees, etc. 

. or a cop / • I have call ed cVBr / v 1 u£u or d or comp an y I know of , 
wr t ten to the producer , and asked Mel an son } or a copy — all tc 
no a vai 1 . Also, please tell me your opinion o» the program, : t 
y oli have seen it.) 




'-i gain i than! rou i or t h cr i ndt.. i.u Oswald X n .New Orleans. zind 
• or your quick rcSpGnse. I have written to many reoc&rchcrc c . sr 
the past year and over time my opinions at* them ba.e changed. 
Those 1 once considered ^reditl © (such as Alan Weber men and 
Michael Canfield) I now put little if any -fai th in, and those who 
I once hr. ought were cr ac >• {Jim Moore and Carl Hsns"V? 1 new put 
more raith in than I do the majority of the critics. My opinion 
has changed many times , on the critics as well as their theories, 
hut I am glad to know that there is still one down to earth, 
credible researcher that I can always come to with my come times 
stupa d questions. Thank you. 

Si ncerel y , 

doe A. Cornejo 

11200 W Cleveland Apt.#Ell 

West Allis, WI 53227 

PM 414 545-3931 

P.S. — X am moving on August 15. I do not have an addreee yat 
but X will provide it as soon as 1 get it. 


